REMARKS 

[0001] Applicant's attorney respectfully requests reconsideration and 
allowance of all of the claims of the application. Claims 1-5, 21-42, 49-50 are 
presently pending. Claims 1, 5, 21, 27, 32, 33, and 38 are amended herein. 

Statement of Substance of Interview 

[0002] The Examiner graciously talked with me — the undersigned 
representative for the Applicant — on February 25, 2010 and March 2, 2010. 
Applicant's attorney greatly appreciates the Examiner's willingness to talk. Such 
willingness is invaluable to both of us in our common goal of an expedited 
prosecution of this patent application. 

[0003] During the interview, I discussed how the claims differed from the cited 
references, namely Christensen and Lies. Without conceding the propriety of the 
rejections and in the interest of expediting prosecution, I also proposed several 
possible clarifying amendments. I understood the Examiner to tentatively concur 
with the proposed amendments as presented above. 

[0004] Applicant's attorney therefore herein amends the claims in the manner 
discussed during the interview. Accordingly, Applicant submits that the pending 
claims are allowable over the cited art of record for at least the reasons discussed 
during the interview. 
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Formal Request for an Interview 

[0005] If the Examiner's reply to this communication is anything other than 
allowance of all pending claims, then I formally request an interview with the 
Examiner. I encourage the Examiner to call me — the undersigned representative 
for the Applicant — so that we can talk about this matter so as to resolve any 
outstanding issues quickly and efficiently over the phone. 

[0006] Please contact me to schedule a date and time for a telephone 
interview that is most convenient for both of us. While email works great for me, I 
welcome your call as well. My contact information may be found on the last page 
of this response. 
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Substantive Matters 

Claim Rejections under § 103 

[0007] In addition, the Examiner rejects claims 1-5, 21-31, 33-35, 37-42, 49, 
and 50 under § 103. For the reasons set forth below, the Examiner has not 
made a prima facie case showing that the rejected claims are obvious. 

[0008] Accordingly, Applicant's attorney respectfully requests that the § 103 
rejections be withdrawn and the case be passed along to issuance. 

[0009] The Examiner's rejections are based upon the following references 
alone and in combination: 

• US Patent No. 6,369,969 to Christiansen et al: "Christiansen et a!" 
hereinafter, (issued April 9, 2002); and 

• US Patent No. 5,862,005 to Leis et al: "Leis et al" hereinafter, 
(issued January 19, 1999). 
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Obviousness Rejections 



Lack of Prima Facie Case of Obviousness (MPEP § 2142) 

[0010] Applicant disagrees with the Examiner's obviousness rejections. 
Arguments presented herein point to various aspects of the record to 
demonstrate that all of the criteria set forth for making a prima facie case have 
not been met. To establish prima facie obviousness of a claimed invention, all of 
the claim recitations must be taught or suggested by the prior art^ and "all words 
in a claim must be considered in judging the patentability of that claim against the 
prior art."^ Further, if prior art, in any material respect teaches away from the 
claimed invention, the art cannot be used to support an obviousness rejection.^ 
Moreover, if a modification would render a reference unsatisfactory for its 
intended purpose, the suggested modification / combination is impermissible."^ 

Based upon Ctiristiansen et al and Leis et al 

[0011] The Examiner rejects claims 1-5, 21-31, 33-35, 37-42, 49, and 50 
under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cliristiansen et al and Leis 
et al. Applicant's attorney respectfully traverses the rejection of these claims and 
asks the Examiner to withdraw the rejection of these claims. 



^ In re Royka, 490 F.2d 981, 180 USPQ 580 (CCPA 1974) 

^ In re Wilson, 424 F.2d 1382, 1385, 165 USPQ 494, 496 (CCPA 1970) 

^ In re Geisler, 116 F.3d 1465, 1471, 43 USPQ2d 1362, 1366 (Fed Cir. 1997) 

^ See MPEP §2143.01 
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Conclusion 



[0012] All pending claims are in condition for allowance. Applicant's 
attorney respectfully requests reconsideration and prompt issuance of the 
application. If any issues remain that prevent issuance of this application, the 
Examiner is urged to contact me before issuing a subsequent Action . 
Please call or email me at your convenience. 

[0013] Any additional fees required as a result of this amendment have 
been paid from the below-referenced deposit account as filed herewith. Should 
further payment be required to cover such fees you are hereby authorized to 
charge such payment to Deposit Account No. 07-1897. 



Respectfully Submitted, 



Graybeal, Jackson, LLP 
Representatives for Applicant 

/Kevin D Jablonski/ Dated: March 16. 2010 

Kevin D. Jablonski (kevin@graybeal.com) 
Registration No. 50,401 
USPTO Customer No.: 00996 

Telephone: (425) 455-5575 
Facsimile: (425)455-1046 
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